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EEC Condemns ‘Romania's Crackdown on Pretest’ 


AU1912135789 Paris AFP in English 1229 GMT 
19 Dec 89 


[Text] Brussels, Dec 19 (AFP)}—The European Eco- 
nomic Community (EEC) on Tuesday expressed outrage 
at Romania's crackdown on protests and warned of 
unspecified retaliation against the regime of Nicolae 
Ceausescu. 


Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze, mean- 
while, said he had only had “some very preliminary 
information” about the incidents in Romania, where 
according to Western and Hungarian media reports 
quoting eye witnesses, hundreds of protestors have been 
killed. “I can only say that if indeed there was some loss 
of life 1 can only express my profound regret,” he said 
after his visit to North Atlantic Treaty Organisation 
(NATO) headquarters. 


EEC foreign ministers broke from the agenda of a 
two-day meeting to issue a statement saying they were 
“deeply dismayed at the news of the...violent and brutal 
repression of popular demonstrations.” The staten, ent, 
using language unprecedented for the Community, 
added: “They condemn in the strongest possible te:ms 
the attitude of a regime which, turning its back on all the 
commitments concerning human rights to which it has 
subscrived in the CSCE framework, is capable of 
repressing only by force the legitimate aspirations of the 
Romanian people to freedom.” The CSCE is the Con- 
ference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, the 
35-nation forum whose members, including Romania, 
signed the 1975 Helsinki Act, governing human rights, 
disarmament and economic cooperation. 


The ministers recalled that the Community has stressed 
its concern about Romania's record on human rights, 
particularly by freezing negotiations for an economic 
ion agreement last April 24. Since Comecon and 
the EEC signed a mutual recognition agreement in June 
1988, the Community has signed trade or trade and 
cooperation accords with Hungary, Poland, Czechoslo- 
vakia and, on Monday, with the Soviet Union. Similar 
agreements are in the pipeline with East Germany and 
Bulgana. 
The ministers warned that the Community “reserves the 
right to adopt the appropriate measures in the light of 
developments” in Romania. 


In another reaction, the International Confederation of 
Free Trade Unions (ICFTU), representing 92 million 
trade unionists in 98 countries, described the suppres- 
sion as the action “of a bankrupt government, kept in 
power by brute force.” “Its death knell was sounded two 
years ago when the workers in Brasov took to the streets, 
calling for food, heat and freedom,” ICFTU General 
Secretary John Vanderveken said at the organisation's 
Brussels headquarters. 
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NATO's Woerner Interviewed ty GDR Radio 


LD1812224989 East Berlin Domestic Service 
in German 2110 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Text] [Announcer] In the NATO headquarters in Brus- 
sels there was at the end of last week the winter meeting 
for this year of the foreign ministers of the North 
Atlantic Treaty. Far-reaching decisions on future coop- 
eration between East and West were taken there. Fol- 
lowing the meeting, Knut (?Hintler) and Detlev Rohdert 
had the opportunity to interview the NATO secretary 
general, Manfred Woerner. 


[Begin recording] [Reporter] Mr Secretary General, this 
is your first opportunity for an interview with GDR 
radio. How do you feel about it? 

{[Woerner] | am pleased about it, that is without ques- 
tion. I am after all a German and you are also a German. 
That is jor me a reason to be really happy about it. 


[Reporter] in connection with that: the recent NATO 
council meeting here in Brussels dealt with the reforms 
in the GDR. NATO said i\ wanted to support these and 
other reforms. How is that to happen in practical terms, 
are there already concrete thoughts on i!? 

[Woerner] Yes, there are. There are three fields in which 
we are trying to suppori the reform movements in the 
countries of central and Eastern Europe. The first one is, 
by political contacts, the expansion of the CSCE process 
which also seems to be the suitable framework. That is 
the political level. The second ‘<vel is the economic, the 
industrial level. NATO itself is, of course, not active 
here, cither the European Community does it, or the 
member countries on a bilateral basis, or in the Group of 
24, which has happily declared itself ready to extend its 
aid. So, the second area is the economy. Finally, the third 
area is the disarmament area. We want to try with all our 
strength to come as quickly as possible to disarmament 
agreements, which then allow the Soviet Union and all 
participating states to invest their resources, their 
money, more in civilian projects. Those are the three 
areas [words indistinct]. 


[Reporter] How do you imagine cooperation with the 
countries of Eastern Europe in the nineties? Is NATO 
ready to reflect differing interests thereby, or [words 
indistinct} mold central and Eastern Europe according to 
the Western model? 

[Woerner] No. We are for these countries deciding on 
their own paths, [words indistinct], the people should 
have the opiion [to express?) their will [words indistinct} 
democracy [words indistinct) every state is taken ser- 
ously [words indistinct] and it is democratically orga- 
nized and if such a decision falls to the state of Central 
and Eastern Europe for free self-<determination, then it 1s 
of course self-evident that we will respect the derision 


and accept it. 


Reporter] Perhaps coming back to this once again, Mr 
See teean many people say that NATO and al*o 
the Warsaw Treaty have hitherto tended to conduct a 
confrontational policy and have had a confrontational 
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function. How could this grow into the function of 
dialogue which you have just mentioned? You yourself 
have said that NATO could not continue to work in the 
same way as it has to date, so how capabie of dialogue is 
NATO” 

[Woerner] NATO was, and is capable of dialogue. If you 
think of our Harmel concept from the year 1967. it was 
not built only on the idea of defense, but also on the idea 
and the intention of dialogue and cooperation. The goal 
remains that of replacing confrontation gradually and as 
completicy as possible by cooperation. We have no 
problem at all with this. There are, of course, between 
the Warsaw Pact, or the Warsaw Treaty Organization. 
and NATO, fundamenial differences, but we can see that 
there are efforts in the Warsaw Treaty to change its 
character, and we ourselves stress increasingly our polit- 
ical role, although we retain our defensive character. If 
the Warsaw Treaty develops as some intend, ic. devel- 
oping, on the basis of self-determination, a purely defen- 
sive alignment, an equal partnership of sovereign states, 
then I can really imagine *hat one day it will be possible 
to have worldwide cooperation. 


[Reporter] Let's look to the future for a moment: Will 
NATO and the Warsaw Treaty survive the 1990's? What 
will they be like, in your opinion? 


[Woerner] | can only give you the answer for NATO, of 
course, because I would like to leave it up to the Warsaw 
Treaty countnes to decide on their own future. As far as 
NATO is concerned, we believe that we can adjust to the 
development, that we will change, but that we will 
continue as an alliance, with a dual role for the foresee- 
able future. One role is the instrumental motor of 
change. the second is to ensure the necessary stability 
and the necessary security for the process of transition. 
And finally we feel that it is also in the interests of the 
Warsaw Treaty that the presence of the Americans and 
the Canadians is retained here, and NATO is, of course, 
a transatlantic organization. So | feel that it can play an 
important role in the future and it will not stand in the 


way of the change of course. 


[Reporter] Where does the NATO secretary gencral 
stand on a possible confederation between the GDR and 
the FRG, and what does he think of Helmut Kohl's plan, 
which has, if | understand it correctly, caused some 
unrest within NATO? 

[Woerner] The last comment is certainly an cxaggera- 
tion. You are asking the NATO secretary general and 
not, | presume, the private person and the German 
citizen, Manfred Woerner, who, of course, has a very 
clear personal position on this. As NATO general socre- 
tary | say to you thai there is no doubt that this alliance 
is determined, and will remain to be so, to overcome the 
division of Europe and therefore also of Germany. But 
we know, and the alliance has stated this very clearly, as 
recently as at its September conference, we know that 
this can only occur in a ual, peaceful process, and 
that the principles of self-determination would play an 
important role in this, that this, of course, must happen 
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with respect for all the international treaties and com- 
mitments—and that, before all cise, it must happen 
within the framework of a complete and united Europe. 


[Reporter] U.S. Secretary of Defense Cheney recently 
gave an interview to the OSNABRUCKER ZEITUNG 
saying that the Soviet Union has become more friendly, 
less hostile and threatening to the West than at any time 
in the past decade. Would you agree with such an 
assessment? 

[Woerner] Yes. 


[Reporter] And yet, Secretary General, NATO wants to 
maintain its policy of nuclear deterrence. Does this not 
result, as before, from distrust of the Soviet Union? 
[Woerner] | would not see it like that. Firstly, | believe 
that none of us likes nuclear weapons. But we cannot go 
back. So it is up to us to bring lasting stability to the role 
of preventing war. So we want to maintain a minimum 
of nuclear and conventional weapons, contractually 
agreed and accepted as reciprocally as possible, purely 
for defensive purposes, so that no one need fear any use 
of military power. I think this is the basis of the stability 
that we need, that we in NATO strive for. This is the goal 
of our disarmament measures and disarmament negoti- 
ations. 


[Reporter] Mr Secretary General, | would like to remain 
in this area for a moment. There is the view in NATO on 
the modernization of nuclear short-range potentials. 
These weapons would then however hit those countries 
[words indistinct] with which you, NATO, now wish to 
cooperate and which you wish to support. Is that not a 
contradiction? 

[Woerner] It is not a contradiction because the difference 
between your question and my answer is that we have 
nuclear weapons as political weapons, not with the aim 
of conducting war and firing them but to prevent shots 
from being fired. They have had this effect. I suspect 
they will continue to have this effect. That applies 
moreover not just to these weapons but you could say 
that for all short-range weapons, with a certain amount 
of justification. | say again, this Alliance is characterized 
by the fact that it will never turn to weapons first. It 
would be impossible to commit 16 democratic states and 
their parliaments to an offensive war. It is a completely 
impossible affair and so there is no potential to attack. 
For this reason | can only say: It is not our intention to 
conduct a war. It is our intention to prevent it. You 
mentioned the question of modernization. It is quite 
simple. First of all, the Soviet Union has 14 times more, 
or even 16 times more. Well, that is a considerable 
superiority and it is now time to start to dismantle them. 
We have unilaterally withdrawn 2,400. Secondly, in the 
Alliance we have clearly said that a decision on modern- 
ization will be made in 1992, with a view to the condi- 
tions prevalent then. | cannot anticipate such a decision, 
1 do not know how things will look in 1992. We are 
working on a lasting peace order and | think that all 
people of goodwill are agreed on this. If such a lasting 
peace order exists, | believe one can say that we will be 
satisfied with considerably fewer weapons. 
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[Reporter] Mr Secretary General, please allow a con- 
cluding question. You expressed recently in an interview 
your interest with regard to East-West cooperation for 
the solution of mankind's problems. Hew do you 
imagine such cooperation and did you have NATO and 
the Warsaw Treaty in mind when you said it? 
[Woerner] We will discuss within NATO such measures, 
offers, projects, and coordinate our policy. It is our aim, 
as you rightly said, not only to see an undivided Europe, 
our aim is global cooperation. We wan\ to incorporate 
the Soviet Union, .he states of the Warsaw Treaty, into 
this cooperation because we believe the great problems 
for mankind of tomorrow, or even of today—think of 
overpoyulation, hunger, think of environmental protec- 
tion, terrorism, drugs, and all these problems—we can 
only solve them if we work together, the industrial states 
of the West and the East. Now, that can happen within 
the framework of the United Nations, or with joint 
projects, it is, | think, not right if one only considers the 
framework of the Alliance for this, or even exclusively, 
but we will use our Alliance to work out a policy or a 
concept on this. [end recording] 


EEC Reaches Agreement With USSR on Textiles 


AU1512154489 Paris AFP in Englis i513 GMT 
15 Dec 89 


[Text] Brussels, Dec 15 (AFP)}—The European Eco- 

nomic Community and the Soviet Union have reached 

an agreement that will boost the Soviet share of the EEC 

— market, the European Commission announced 
riday. 
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The agreement, initialled Monday, will take effect from 
January |, the Commission spokesman said. Economy 
and finance ministers are expected to give the agreement 
dhe oo-ahend, ous Ghansh the ascend to caliihaly to have 
been signed by then, he said. 


Also Monday, Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevard- 

nadze will be in Brussels to sign a trade end cooperation 

me with the Community that was concluded late 
month. 


The accord, the first ever between the Soviet Union and 
the Community, will scrap most quotas against Soviet 
imports by 1995 and sets down a structure for coopera- 
tion in nuclear technology, tourism, industry, energy and 
the environment. 


The Soviet Union is not a member of the multi-fibre 
arrangement (MFA), which regulates trade in finished 
and semi-finished textiles between members of the Gen- 
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). 


AL t, the EEC sets a ceiling of about 10,000 tonnes 

it textiles that come u MFA cat . This 
compares with the Community's total textile imports 
from the Soviet Union in 1987 of 218,095 tonnes, 
including raw materials, according to a Commission 
spokesman. 


Under the textile agreement, the ceiling for AMF- 
category Soviet textiles will rise to 48,000 tonnes over 
three years, the spokesman said. Quotas will be put in 
place for 11 sensitive categories, while imports for 24 
others will be monitored. 


The Soviet Union represents 0.4 per cent of the the 
Community's sources of MFA-type textiles, taking 38th 
place on the list of suppliers. 
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Mock Urges CSCE Pressure on Romania 


AU1912102389 Vienna Television Service in German 
2100 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Alois Mock by Elmar 
Oberhauser in Vienna—live] 


[Excerpt] [Oberhauser] Good evening, Dr Mock. 
[Mock] Good evening. 


[Overhauser] Mr Mock, what do you feel in the face of 
what has happened in Romania, in view of the dramatic 
reports by eyewitnesses and the fate of the priest Laszlo 
Toekes? Do you feel helpless, or is there something you 
can you do as the foreign minister of a neutral state? 


[Mock] Of course one feels helpless in view of what one 
can really do, because there is very little one can do. 
However, at the same time, | am convinced that this is 
the beginning of the end of the last example of a really 
communist system. | am also afraid that things might 
turn out differently this time, that things will not develop 
as in the other countries where we have witnessed the 
great wonder that the radical changes have taken a 
peaceful course so far, almost without bloodshed. 


[Oberhauser] This is the way things have developed so 
far. However, now we know or must assume that hun- 
dreds of people have been killed in Romania. A few 
weeks ago, I interviewed writer Herta Mueller, who was 
born in Romania and is now living in the FRG. She 
appealed to the Western world to punish this regime, to 
do something, to discuss things in public, and to adopt 
sanctions. Have the Western states failed to do some- 
thing? Is there anything that can be done now? 


[Mock] I, for my part, have given orders for the Romanian 
ambassador to be summoned to the political director in the 
Foreign Ministry tomorrow. He will be confronted with 
charges of human rights violations, and we will demand 
that the first part of the document of the Vienna CSCE 
conference be implemented—which provides for the nght 
to complete information about what has happened to 
Pastor Toekes, and about what has happened to the other 
people. I also gave orders that the Austrian ambassador to 
Bucharest, who had already returned to Austria for 
Christmas, return to Bucharest immediately in order to 
ensure the security of Austrian citizens. 


[Oberhauser] Let me mention something else at this 
point. There had been no word from a group of Austrians 
traveling to Timisoara. I can state here that the members 
of this group have coniacted their relatives in Styria and, 
as far as we know, they are well. 


However, let me return to our original topic. If the 
Romanian ambassador is summoned to the Foreign 
Ministry tomorrow, if you mention the CSCE document, 
is this not just an act to relieve your own conscience, or 
do you think that you can really accomplish something? 


[Mock] Well, there are examples where this did have an 
effect, such as in the case of Vaclav Havel. | could 
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mention other examples as well. There are also examples 
where th’s had neo effect. I must add that, in the case of 
Romania, we have not had any success so far. This is 
really a very wicked communist regime. However, | am 
firmly convinced that developments in other parts of 
East Europe cannot be ignored there forever. Changes 
have been initiated and, in my view, it is absolutely 
inconceivable that a communist regime will be main- 
tained in the old form in a single European country. 


[Oberhauser] If the Romanians are not impressed by the 
appeal with which you will confront them tomorrow, is 
there nothing else that can be done, or are there other 
possibilities? 

[Mock] Yes, we would then inform the other CSCE 
States, on the basis of what has been agreed among the 35 
countries, including Romania. 


[Oberhauser] What about the other 34 countries, apart 
from Austria? There are countries more powerful than 
Austria. 


[Mock] Well, you know, considerable opportunism also 
prevails in the sphere of international affairs. In this 
connection, somebcdy has stated that it is primarily inter- 
ests and hardly any other motives that dominate every- 
thing. However, I must add that, according to my know!l- 
edge, Sweden has reintroduced mandatory visas. We 
would then proceed to the third stage of the CSCE process, 
which means that we would inform the other 33 states that 
have signed this agreement, and discuss this at a multilat- 
eral and international conference, if possible, and exert 
pressure. This is not interference in the internal affairs of 
a State because it is a thing of the past for the support of 
human rights and the freedom of movement to be consid- 
ered interference in internal affairs. This has been agreed. 


[Oberhauser] Thus, action is being taken on the diplo- 
matic level. 


[Mock] On the diplomatic and political level, we want to 
use the instruments that have been agreed upon. 


[Oberhauser] We received information today that Aus- 
trian citizens, Austrian tourists, are banned from 
entering Romania. Originally, reports spoke of Austrians 
only. You told me that this applies to all other states as 
well. You reacted by announcing that Austria should 
consider reintroducing mandatory visas for Romanians. 
Will this have an effect? 


[Mock] Yes, I think so. One cannot simply take note of 
such things. An entry ban is in complete contradiction 
with practices adopted so far, including visa-free travel 


[Oberhauser] Is this more than diplomatic retaliation? 


[Mock] No, this is unpleasant for Romania. This also 
constitutes political pressure, despite the fact that such a 
move would not be very effective because of the small 
extent of tourist travel between Austrian and Romania. | 
also contacted Interior Minister Loeschnak on this issue 
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today, and we will discuss things after my return from 
England and examine such a move. 


[Oberhauser] I hope that you will be successful and that 
more deaths in Romania. 


CSSR Deputy Premier Thanks Austria for Help 
18 Dec 89 p 2 


ments are in vain.” 


The science minister wants to send an increasing number 
of Austrian university lecturers to Slovakia and invite 


the planned cultural magazine “Central Europe.” 


Training of CEMA Managers Planned for 1990 


AU1912104389 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG 
in German 19 Dec 89 p 9 


~~ cerpts}] Together with the Federal Economic 
, the Austrian Economics Ministry wants to 


further promote the opening of the CEMA countries 
with a project for the training and further education of 

in Poland, Hungary, the CSSR, and the USSR. 
In 1990, the two institutions will each provide half of the 
total of 20 million schillings for the training of managers 
in the various countnes. [passage omitted] 


AUSTRIA 5 


Austrian exports to CEMA countries (including Yugo- 
slavia) between January and October of this year 
increased by 18 percent to 30 billion schillings compared 
to last year. Imports from CEMA countries grew by 12 
percent and amounted to some 25 billion schillings. 


Radiation Protection Accord With Poland Signed 


AU 1812154589 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG 
in German 17 Dec 89 p 2 


ne eee Se nen ees Sere 
informaticn and cooperation in the sphere of nuclear 
safety and radiation protection. The agreement is designed 
to protect the Austrian population from the dangers posed 
by nuclear plants in the neighboring countries. 


To achieve this goal, similar agreements have been 
concluded with the CSSR, the GDR, and Hungary, and 
another treaty with the Soviet Union is to be ratified 
shortly. 

According to Article 2 of the agreement, annual consul- 
tations are planned in al! spheres of peaceful nuclear 
energy use, particularly nucleo, safety. In this connec- 
tion, every side should provide information on its 
nuclear plants, including waste disposal plants. In accor- 
dance with the two conventions drafted in 1986 within 
the framework of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency authority, the agreement provides ‘or the imme- 
diate notification of a nuclear accideni or of the occur- 
rence of unusually high radioactivity values (Article 3), 
and contains the intention of both parties to provide 
mutual assistance in cases of need (Article 4). 


Cooperation between the two countries in the field of 
science and technology, as stipulated in Article 5, forms 
the basis for cooperation between individual Austrian 
and Polish institutions. 

Poland currently has no nuclear power plants—the con- 
struction of reactor blocks type Voronesh VVER 440 was 
suspended some time ago—for which reason, questions 
of nuclear safety refer to research reactors, the applica- 
tion of isotopes, and the disposal of radioactive wastes. 


Turkish Refugees’ Smugglers Arrested in Vienna 
AU1912093389 Vienna KURIER in German 
19 Dec 89 p 16 


[Text] Fourteen Turkish refugees smugglers, who guided 
hundreds of their fellow citizens to Austria and the FRG, 
have been put out of action—at least temporarily. The 
refugees’ smugglers who were arrested in Vienna include 
43-year-old Sulayman F. from Vienna's Wieden district, 
who caused some irritation by lodging several Kurdish 
families in an apartment block in Vienna's Neubau district. 


In order to cover up his activities, he founded a cultural 
and sports club. A second emigration expert, Cemal T., 26, 
a Turkish student of medicine at Vienna University, ran a 
trade agency to cover up his real business. The men 
charged their customers up to 25,000 schillings, while their 
expenses only amounted to a fraction of that amount. 
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his talks with Hungary's Premier Miklos 
Nemeth, please sce the Hungary section of the 18 
December East Europe DAILY REPORT and subse- 


Comments on Romanian Situation 


LD1812134189 Hamburg DPA in German 1248 GMT 
18 Dec 89 


ext] Budapest (DPA)}—According to information from 
ungarian Premier Miklos Nemeth, the state security 
forces and the military in Romania have been put on 


q journalists, 
Nemeth said in Budapest today that according to infor- 
mation from the last 24 hours, which is still incomplete, 
there were protest actions in various Romanian civics. 


The heac of government expressed his conviction that 
the Romanian people are also interested in reform. The 
common European home requires the division to be 
overcome. There can no longer be a system standing in 
Opposition to this development. 

Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohli, who reported together 
with Nemeth about his talks in Budapest, said the 
following on the situation in Romania: “Everything that 
contributes ioward the spread of human nghts in Europe 
and in the world has our support.” The chancellor 


Addresses Hungarian Deputies 


AU1812161889 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network 
in German 1200 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Report by Peter Tandler from Budapest} 


[Excerpts] [Passage omitted] The poor state of the Hun- 


garian economy was the most important topic of all talks 
Chancellor Helmut Kohl held here. Prime Minister 


Nemeth and his government will continue or fall over 
the reforms in this area. Kohli backed Nemeth’s intention 


to push an austerity budget through Parliament. 


[Begin Kohl recording} | have no mght nor any intention 
to interfere in your discussions. However, as a friend of 
this country | may give you advice, and this advice is an 
appeal. Open the door to these necessary decisions 
through courageous and farsighted resolutions. This is in 
your country’s interests because your own efforts are 
indispensable to achievi ee 
the continuous support of your friends. That also means 


a constantly new European perspective for your country, 


because we in the FRG and, in particular, | personally, 
can very well conceive of certain forms of association 


mind. What the people in the GDR are sy 
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Germans’. business whether and how we decided on eur 
fate, whether we were pursuing our course together with, 
or against, our neighbors. In view of the sorrowful 
history, we in Germany know too well that this question 
and our answer to it do not leave any of our neighbors :n 
the East or Wesi indifferent, and what is more, that we 
Germans share responsibility for the security of our 


AU 1412115889 Belgrade NIN in Serbo-Croatian 
10 Dec 89 pp 53-55 


“Exclusive” interview with Hans-Dietrich Genscher by 
| Stujner: “A Great Hope for Europe”—date and 
place aot given] 


[Text] \Stayner] East and central Europe are undergoing 
dramatic What, in your opimon, are their main 
charactc7istics” 
Genscher] *Vhat is happening in East and central 
urope is in fact a reminder of the general value of 
human rights, self- determination, humanity, human 
dignity, and democracy for Europe. These values are 
today expressed everywhere, because pecple are 
ee wey Repay a a nonviolent revolution. 
an increasingly greater number of people. 
this is a great hope for Europe, a Europe which is 
bridging its divisions. Our main aim is to accomplish 
this. This development could certainly not have been 
possible without the historic policy of “new thinking™ by 





are of key umportance to the dis: »' process which 


demonstrate in a practical manner, through cooperation 
in all fields, our responsibility toward all Eurvpe. 


The stable development of Europe began with the CSCE 
process. This process represents the direction of our 


nights, cooperation in security, dialogue, and broad 
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East, as well a sm the West. How do you see the latest 
events in the other Germany, and 


the European Community 1s an important factor. Closer 
cocyeration between the GDR and the FRG, for which 
the GDR government is striving. means at the same time 
rapprochement with the European Community. This is 
what the GD® Governraent clearly stated in its latest 
statement. 


[Stayner] Let us assurinc, sac ins 18 indeed a hypothetical 
assumption, that the majority of the electorate in the free 
elections in the GDR decides to hold a referendum, and 
that through this referendum the majority decides in 
favor of the reunification of the two Germanys. What 
would be your reaction” 

[Genscher] Respecting the will of the people in the GDR 
demands that we not act as their tutors. If the people in 
the GDR decide so, we will respect it, as we would any 
other decision. 


[Stayner] If | am interpreting you correctly, you recently 
said that one should no longer talk about the Warsaw 
Pact, because it no longer exisis, at least not in the form 
in which it existed and operated in the past. The Warsaw 
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In addition, the EC is ready to start carher negot 


ances and groupings which can become specific pillarsof on the next financial protocul (the current protocol will 


In this Europe there is place for various regional alli- 











Otherwise. we are following with great interest Y ugosia- 
via’s efforts to implement political and cconomic 
reforms. as well as improvements in the sphere of human 
ee Te 


Allow me finally to ask you a “personal” 


t 
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Minister Wilms Interviewed on German Question 


become the central ministry of the future government” 
Wilms: You mentioned two possibilities: Evther 1 will 
receive central umportance in | al! develop- 
ments, or it will be abolished. The role of the ministry 
must be redefined. Since this 1s a fundamental decison. 
it w-ll not be possible to make i: on a final bases within a 
short time. Maybe we will have to wait until the next 
a ere 


DIE PRESSE: Just like Chancellor Kohli. you are wwng 
the “erm “architecture.” Was thes term not rejected by 
P: sadent Weirsaccker, because a process 1 mvolved 
here” 

Wilms: | cannot see a contradiction. For me the term 
“European architecture” 1s more dynamic than the term 
European home, which 15 too static in my view. We can 
also speak of a European order. We do not know today 
what thes state of peace and freedom will finally he lke 


My very personal arm 1s an order or a house in which 


DIE PRESS®. /\re you afrand of a chaotic sstuation in the 
GDR’ 


Wilms: We do not see a direct partner so far. We are still 
be « loyal supporter of the Socialist Unity Party of 


make any binding statements at the moment. As far as 
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the FRG economy is cager to help the GDR? 
tims: | welcome the will; of the FRG economy 
if the required precond:- 


ss 


DIE PRESSE: What answer do you give to those who 
think that carly reunsfication might be the only salvation 
for people in the GDR” 


Wilms: Yes. | think so. The night moment will come 


Brandt Interviewed on Future of Germany, Leipzig 


AU1S12123889 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 14 Dec 89 p 14 


finterview with SPD Honorary Chairman Willy Brandt 
by Bonn correspondent for FINANCIAL TIMES Dawid 


FBIS- WEL -89-242 
19 December 1989 


Marsh: Bonn correspondent for LE MONDE. Luc 
Rosenzwesg. and Martin E. Sucsskind of SUEDDEUT- 
SCHE ZEITUNG, date. place not given] 


[Text] Question: Mr Brandt. you recently discussed the 
10-pomunt plon with Helmut Kohli and capressed views 
that differed from Kohl's standpomi. What are the 
differences. or what additional wishes do you have” 

Brandt: Well, | would consider i completely wrong to 
palNicly discuss occassonal talks between an act:ng chan- 
cetlor and one of hes predecessors. This would ic 2 'sdate 
the character of such talks. I stated thal | canmut ree! y be 
against Chancellor Kohl's 10 pomt-plan. | could ony 
add that they do not comtam anything sensational Thus. 
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erative structures.” However, « was not without reason 
that | suggested some kind of German federation, well 
aware of the fact that the German federation im the | 9th 
century was based o. two largely independent German 
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Question: Is your kind of German federation... 

Brandt: ...not identical with what other people call 
reunification. I have long had problems with the prefix 
“re.” Hewever, I do not rule out the fact that the 
structure of a confederation of states can develop into 
something else. Somebody has stated recently that, as 
has been shown by history, confederations usually 
develop into federations, or they fail. 


Question: What preconditions would have to be fulfilled 
for your kind of German federation to develop into a 
federal state? 

Brandt: First, why should I rack my brain over things 
that may be on the agenda in future rounds of talks? 
Second, it would be totally unreasonable and also unre- 
alistic to expect the Germans to wait until some time 
after the year 2000, maybe c.uite some time after the year 
2000, to achieve greater national unity when a structure 
is created for all parts of Europe. If this is suggested to 
them—as a matter of fact, in a somewhat haughty 
manner, as I have been reading here and there—it is the 
best way to promote nationalism in Germany for which 
there are not all that many natural reasons. 


Question: How great do you think is the danger that this 
topic will purposefully be used in a nationalistic way, 
either by the Left or the Right, during the election 
campaign? You yourself stated once that a good German 
must not be nationalistic.... 
Brandt: I will repeat this and give reasons for this at the 
of the Social Democratic Party of Germany 
[SPD] in Berlin on Monday [18 December]. The Berlin 
declaration, whose adoption will be recommended to the 
party congress on Monday, is very specific, and this is to 
be welcomed. In addition, the declaration clearly points 
out the close links between German and European 
developments. Still, it is good te recall that 45 years of 
history are not really a short period. The generation that 
iS growing up now may become more impatient because 
it does not personally feel burdened by the terrible things 
that Germany did to the world. I would recommend to 
one politician or another in power today in East and 
West that one should not fail to take into consideration 
the sentiments of the coming generations in the two 
Germar nations, because otherwise the efforts might be 


counterproductive. 


Question: Mr Brandt, new generations also have new 
fears. I can see that in the FRG's neighbor countries. 
They are not afraid of an attack, but of a power in central 
Europe that is too strong. 

Brandt: This is Germany's critical size. God or some- 
body else has arranged things in such a way hat we live 
where we live, and ! can see no basic differeuce between 
65 million or 80 million inhabitants. If one could disre- 
gard the historic burden, which, however, is not possible. 
the argument about an additional 15 million would not 
really be decisive. 


Question: What about the economic power? 
Brandt: The consequence to be drawn here is to really 
advance economic integration decisively. Those who are 
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afraid of German marks must make the ECU [European 
Currency Unit] stronger. It is not so much President 
Mitterrand who should be told these things, but rather 
the British prime minister. 


Question: And your finance minister as well... 
Brandt: I could also mention another name. 


Question: Does this mean that those who are afraid of 
the Germans must strengthen Europe? 

Brandt: Yes, they must strengthen its various dimen- 
sions. The EC is in the foreground in this connection, but 
the other European processes there must be accelerated 
as well. | am asking you now, how should one conceive of 
a joint political structure for both states, as long as 
military alliances exist on both sides with different forms 
of security-political integration? The fact that foreign 
troops are stationed on the territory of the one and the 
other state speaks in favor of choosing a way of moving 
closer to cach other that does not involve one state. 
However, basically, there is also the theoretical possi- 
bility that troops of other powers could be deployed on 
the territory of one state on a contractual basis. 


Question: The GDR is in a psychological and political 
crisis, the Socialist Unity Party of Germany [SED] has 
elected a new leadership. Has this party a chance of 
surviving in the near future? 

Brandt: Today nobody knows exactly what and how 
much will remain of the SED state party that has 
dominated everything thus far. You and | have read that 
Mr Modrow believes 20 percent would be quite a good 
result in the May elections, and that he aiso expressed 
the hope he will be some sort of junior partner in a 
coalition government. We will see what happens in May. 
I really think that I should not rack my brains over the 
GDR's Communists. However, I take seriously the 
changes that are under way there. But I also feel a deep 
unease about the way they discard everything that hap- 
pened in the past. A hunt for scapegoats is going on, 
carried out by those who were also involved. Many 
things that are taking place today are a hideous form of 
reappraisal. 


Question: Do you want to say that people who are in 
prison now should not be there? 

Brandt: How should I know this in every individual 
case? However, I stick to the view that many things look 
like a hunt for scapegoats to me. No matter what one 
thinks of the offenses of which they are accused, I have 
never heard of a case of somebody being called to 
account because he sent others to prison or because he 
prevented others from exercising their right to free 
speech, or from exercising rights they were granted by 
the GDR Constitution. This is a somehow distorted 
situation. | am not thinking in legal terms, but in 
political and moral terms. There is another point I would 
like to make: As a social democrat, or as a German 
democrat, | cannot want to exclude those who want to 
make fresh efforts in their own way, based on their bitter 
experiences. One must see these people to realize how 
bad it would be to simply want to push them aside. 
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However, this does not mean that I see a closer relation- 
ship between social democracy and the party into which 
the SED develops. The bitter experiences of the SED 
cannot simply be wiped out. In a few days’ time we will 
know its new name. 


Question: What would you suggest? 

Brandt: I will not suggest anything. However, the SED is 
taking a look at what happened in) Hungary and what will 
happen in Poland. The CSSR is facing a similar problem. 
We should consider it very likely that the opposition, a 
considerable part of the oppositiei, which has rapidly 
gained significance will jointly participate in elections. 
In any case, | would have nothing against such a step. 


Question: Do you think it would be useful for the SDP 
[Social Democratic Party], the new social democrats in 
the GDR, to join forces with the other groups in the first 
elections on 6 May? 

Brandt: In any case, they are discussing this move. Since 
there is no doubt that social democrats are also to be 
found within the New Forum and in the Democratic 
Awakening [Aufbruch], I think it is logical for them to 
participate in the first elections on a broader basis and 
not on the basis of a narrow party program. Maybe this 
attempt will fail, but I have nothing against such an 
attempt. If they receive a majority, which I consider 
likely, there are many reasons why this majority should 
be included in a new government. Then the question of 
what is to become of the people from the former SED 
may arise. One should not anticipate events. 


Question: If you look back over the past 5 years, do you 
regret the fact that the SPD based its relations with the 
SED on too exclusive a basis? 

Brandt: A great deal of misunderstanding occurred in 
this connection, which could not always be prevented. 
When Egon Bahr and other officials tried to achieve 
disarmament in Europe together with the SED or the 
GDR Government, this was, and continues to be, impor- 
tant, even if their former partners in the talks are no 
longer in office there. Efforts by Erhard Eppler and his 
Basic Value Commission to prove that far-reaching, 
serious, and fundamental differences can be settled in a 
civilized way had an impact on what is happening there 
now. 


Question: What is your opinion of Mr Rueche, who 
openly advocates changes through ingratiation? Can you 
say a few words on this? 

Brandt: This is not a serious method. If I believed in 
retaliation, | would raise the following question: Who 
rolled out the red carpet for Mr Honecker, and who went 
hunting with whom: who went hunting for deer and bear 
with the leading officials from the East Bloc during the 
past years? Who maintained contact with people who are 
now behind bars because they procured foreign currency 
and traded in weapons? However, I am not in favor of 
retaliation. 

Question: You are not a hunter, are you? 

Brandt: No, I am an angler. 
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Question: Will you again travel to the GDR in the spring 
to support the new forces during the election campaign? 
Brandt: | will certainly travel there more than once, but 
not necessarily to participate in the election campaign in 
the strict sense of the word. 


Question: Do you not think that it would be interference 
in the classical sense if an FRG politician were to go to 
the GDR to help during an election campaign? 

Brandt: This must be done with the appropriate discre- 
tion. People who want to run for positions must have 
their residence there. This would also be possible for me, 
but I do not consider of doing that. 


Question: What do you personally think of a so-called 
third way, between capitalism and socialism? Do you 
consider such a way viable or is it a mere daydream? 
Brandt: It does not necessarily have to be a daydream. 
However, I do not really know what it should be like. If 
a way has proven to be a blind alley, | do not see what 
can be achieved through a third way. Well, one would 
have to give it a different name. 


Question: On Monday there was a meeting in Berlin 
between the Allies—the first such meeting since 1971. Is 
this meeting useful at this point? 

Brandt: Why should | object to their meeting, particu- 
larly since—as I have been told—they discussed air- 
traffic improvements and many other things? If it were 
intended as a way of revitalizing the responsibility of the 
four powers, without further overcoming the division, 
then people would consider it an anachronism and not 
something that points toward the future. I can also put it 
this way: Why should the four Allies not ask them- 
selves—as far as Berlin is concerned—whether their 
relationship with what is going on is still intact? The 
citizens of East and West Berlin walk from one part to 
the other every day. Yet the regulations of the four 
powers are still based on the situation when the sectors in 
West and East were still separated. So, if the honorable 
four powers want to adjust a few things in this respect— 
why not? 


Question: Twenty years ago, your Germany policy and 
Ostpolitik started out from the principle that realities 
have to be acknowledged and that policies must be based 
on them. How seriously do the Germans have to take 
Gorbachev's warning not to change the realities, a 
warning which he made with a reference to the postwar 
order and the existing borders? 

Brandt: Well, but realities are changing! We were able to 
witness this in Poland and we are witnessing it in other 
places. Even though in the GDR, unlike in Poland, the 
reforms were supported by the Evangelical Church. It is 
certainly impressive. 


Quesiion: Yet the realities of the borders are not 
changing. 

Brandt: No, no. What was it that our Ostpolitik really 
concentrated on? It focused on three factors. First: To 
ensure that the particularly inhuman effects of the divi- 
sion could be contained and overcome. In this respect, 
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we had to start from the existing realities, whether one 
iked them or not. Second: Through our policy of con- 


Question: So you mean that on this very 9 October in 
Leipzig the Soviets’ influence was greater than that of the 
GDR leadership? 

Brandt: Yes, I think so. | de not think that Gorbachev 


Soviet officers. Not a single important operation of the 
ne one 

October—that the troops 
—— in the barracks, then this is an impor- 
tant : 


Question: Did this really happen the way you describe it? 
Brandt: Well, | certainly did not make it up. 


Question: Earlier, you mentioned the interests of the 
powers. It is clear that the USSR will not immediately 
give away the GDR, its prize in World War II. Some are 
dreaming of a reunified Germany as a member of 
NATO—even in the United States one can hear such 
ideas. Is this really completely unrealistic? Under what 
conditions would the USSR be ready to give up the GDR 
in a military sense? 

Brandt: One must find a compromise which is accept- 
able to both sides—the other powers and the Germans. 
You know that I think Gorbachev could imagine nothing 
nicer than to be surrounded only by Finlands, | think 
that this is how he would describe an ideal situation. 
Beautiful, peaceful, hard-working, economically pros- 
pering Finlands. Yet he will not get this so easily, because 
matters are not quite so simple. Nevertheless, have not 
the two Alliances started to change their functions? Are 
not hostile alliances developing into instruments for 
securing peaceful cooperation? Well, this is certainly one 
of the possibilities. The solution must be, that as long as 
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ment would be unreliable. There are certain politicians 
who believe this. What do you think about it? 

Brandt: If he were really to put it in this way, it would not 
only be wrong, bui it would even mean that he is 
neglecting German interests. The head of the German 
Government—if he is wise confirm and 
not challenge those spheres in which the two main 
political forces are in agreement, which is the case in the 
FRG's pohcy toward the West. This is a most serious 
issuc. | hope that he will act accordingly in the future. 
German interests would be appropriately represented if 
he were to say that, as far as our loyalty to treaties is 
concerned, the two main political currents of German 
policy, namely the government and the alternative gov- 
ernment, are in agreement. 


Question: Earlier, you warned against the danger of new 
nationalism, which might emerge if the growing together 
of the Germanys were to develop in isolation from the 
other European interests. Recently Mrs Thatcher 
rejected the European economic and monetary union. Is 
this a policy that would exclude Germany from Euro- 
pean developments? 

Brandt: I have great respect for the British prime min- 
ister, but when she says that at this stage and with 
consideration for East Europe we must only take short 
steps within the EC as far as economic and monetary 
union is concerned, this is nothing but an excuse. She 
applies this new argument in order to articulate her 
already-existing reservations. Yet it does not underpin 
her arguments. 


Question: May I ask you a personal question: How would 
you describe your relationship with Helmut Kohl? Is it 
friendship....? Could you imagine Chancellor Kohl as a 
chancellor for all Germans in your new Federal State of 
Germany? 

Brandt: I do not consider this very likely, however ... it is 
not really a topical question. Elections will show who will 
assume the responsibility for Germany in the future. As 
far as my relationship with Kohl is concerned, it has 
nothing to do with fraternization, yet we have a relaxed 
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relationship, which is of course probably easier, since | 
am not one of his competitors in a narrower sense. 


Question: Maybe the chancellor praises you as a good 
social democrat, so that the Christian Democratic Union 
is able to criticize the other social democrats even more 


severely. 

Brandt: So, that ‘s all right with me. Usually, German 
right-wingers consider that only a dead social democrat 
is a good social democrat; yet I am still alive. 


Question: Is it conceivable that, in the process of estab- 
lishing German unity, a point will be reached at which a 
common head of state must be elected—a sort of presi- 
dent of the Genuan Union? 

Brandt: For me, it must begin it the level of a parlia- 
mentary assembly, which is even mentioned in Kohl's 10 
points. This is the approach for building a joint roof. 


Question: It might be necessary to have a roofer for the 
common roof? 

Brandt: Yes, but things will sort themselves out in 
time... 


Question: Can you imagine yourself becoming the roofer 
of this common roof? 

Brandt: I have plenty of other things to do, and I am 
helping out here and there. I have had many offices and 
I do not aspire to new ones, although | will continue to 
have a certain influence for some time—this is probably 
true. 


Commentary on European Context of German Issue 


AU1812103589 Hamburg DIE ZEIT in German 
1S Dec 89 p 3 


[Commentary by Theo Sommer] 


[Excerpts] Every God-fearing Christian wants to go to 
heaven, but nobody wanis this to happen in the near 
future. This is the attitude with which the powers treat 
the German question. The West openly supports reuni- 
fication whereas Eastern leaders announce grudgingly 
that they naturally are in favor of restoring German 
unity. However, they immediately add that such a step 
should not be rushed; they do not want a forceps 
delivery, and, in addition, a number of preconditions 
have to be taken into consideration. 


Nobody wants a German solo attempt today. The unity 
that may gradually develop between the two German 
States must be subordinated to the requirements of the 
European balance. Let us face what Francois Mitterrand 
has just reminded us of in an undiplomatically-rude 
manner: In view of our past, we Germans can no longer 
decide freely about our future. This is no surprise for 
those who are familiar with history. [passage omitted] 


Now that the ice of the cold war is melting, many people 
are discovering to their great dismay that the old struc- 
tures of motivations and fears of the victorious powers 
toward the defeated have been preserved. Suddenly it 
becomes visible again that there were deeper reasons 
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behind the separation, not merely East-West confronta- 
tion. It is again becoming clear that the reservation 
clauses of the Western Allies were intended less as an 
t to eventually achieve German unity but 
rather as a barrier to German unity. The protective 
powers are again assuming the role of control powers, 
and the Soviets quickly remember the old alliances 
forged during World War II. 


This was bound to happen; there is no point in getting 
upset about it. Even half a century after Adolf Hitler we 
cannot deay these besic facts of our national existence 


frighten everybody terribly,” we stated 6 months ago. 


that the skeleton is putting on a little bit of flesh as a 
result of the fundamental changes that have been initi- 
ated in the GDR, people in other countries already see 
the shapes of future bundles of muscles. 


This explains why statesmen who until recently stressed 
that German unity was a matter that concerns the 
Germans have quickly rediscovered their rights of reser- 
vation. This explains why even those who publicly 
announced that they are not afraid of reunification 
quickly state the conditions now under which reunifica- 
tion can take place. Thus, we are confronted with 
numerous inconsistencies; in the French statement, for 
example, which pointed out that the Germans can 
choose their future in complete freedom, while at the 
same time stressing that their free choice is no absolute 
principle. There is agreement on one thing: The path 
toward unity must be peaceful, and it must be achieved 
step by step; nothing must be “artificially” forced, and 
one must let things take their own course. 


However, why should we Germans in the East and West 
not accept this? Should we not be interested in an 
organic and trouble-free development? is it not in our 
very own interest that the three secular processes char- 
acterizing the 20th century, which is coming to an end, 
are not impeded or even prevented by ruthlessly playing 
up the German question: the integration of Western 
Europe, the emancipation and democratization of 
Eastern Europe, and eventually the growing together of 
the two halves of our continent? There is no doubt that 
we should be highly interested in this. If these historic 
processes were slowed down or stopped, German unity, 
even in the loosest possible form, would not stand the 
slightest chance. 


One of the characteristics of our time is that great 
developments are initiated without essentiai participa- 
tion by governments and leaders. In Eastern Europe, 
people, including those in the GDR, have stormed the 
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Stage and taken over 

afraid of tanks. This means that they will be even less Warsaw Pact would continue to exist until that point— 

ie atin dane an ake ale aa as some sort of guarantee. 

taneity peoples can o1 safely channeled if — peoote also hope that the end of the cold war will be 

hope succeeds in controlling it. followed by an end to World War Il, not in the form of 
se cea cel os tae 

This involves hope for secure borders for all neighboring  8"@@ual conversion occupying 

peoples, at least in political terms. In this connection, the Victorious ee ee 
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security system which will continue to include the 
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Foreign Minister on ‘Baker Doctrine’ 
PM 1812152289 Paris LE MONDE in French 
16 Dec 89 p § 


[Report by Philippe Lemaitre] 


ext] Brussels—The Soviet foreign minisie~'s visit to 

ATO headquarters in Brussels on M_nday 18 
December will be a major first. Eduard Shevardnadze, 
who is coming to sign the trade and cooperation agree- 
ment recently concluded between the USSR and the 
Community, took advantage of the opportunity to 
request a meeting with NATO Secretary General Man- 
fred Woerner and with the permanent representatives of 
the 16 Atlantic Alliance countries. The request was 
welcomed by the alliance foreign ministers who held 
their traditional winter session in Brussels on Thursday 
and Friday. 


: 
a 
: 


The Sixteen also succeeded in reaching agreement about 
the draft treaty on the reduction of conventional forces 
in Europe to be submitted to the Warsaw Pact. Finally, a 
summit meeting among the 35 CSCE countries at the 
end of 1990, advocated by Mr Gorbachev, has almost 
been accepted in principle. “Such a meeting cannot be 
limited to a mere ceremony for signing the first treaty on 
conventional forces in Europe. It must have a large 
agenda and be well prepared,” Roland Dumas said. The 
final decision will be made in Ottawa in February at the 
start of the “Open Sky” conference bringing together the 
NATO and Warsaw Pact countries. 
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Mitterrand Interviewed on Europe, Changes 


LD1212215889 Paris Antenne 2 Television in French 
1800 GMT 10 Dec 89 


[Interview with President Francois Mitterrand by Jean- 
Pierre Elkabbach, Christine Ockrent, Alain Duhamel, 
and Serge July; at the Elysee in Paris, from the “Press 
Club” program—live] 

[Excerpts] [Question] Good evening, Mr President. You 
have not spoken to the French people like this for a long 
time. Now in the past 3 months, we have passed from the 
fixed, reassuring, and comfortable postwar order to the 
2ist Century. In 1989, that is this year, the shock of 
liberties—its procession of daily upheavals in Eastern 
Europe, today again in , Causes at the same time 
wonder and also a feeling of uncertainty, even of anxiety 
about the unknown. And furthermore, Mr President, we 
are told from different sides that we have seen nothing 
yet and that this will continue. Well, do you—who are in 
command—also think that it will continue like this? 
[Mitterrand] Yes, I think so. The pace has been rapid: in 
certain countries there should be a slowing down, but | 
think that the movement which is taking shape as a 
whole will continue. 


[Question] The French are already experiencing giddi- 
ness over this: in France as it is should one be frightened? 
Mitterrand] Frightened of what? Of the victories of 
reedom? It is enough to be resolute. 


[Question] One must also acknowledge that our society 
18 at this moment being shaken by a threefold fear which 
comes from a long way off: first, the fear of a great 
Germany bringing insecurity; the fear of Islam or a type 
of Islam which might be fundamental and conquering, in 
addition to its consequences for the immigrants in our 
country and the National Front which takes advantage of 
the hesitations of governments; and then the rising fear 
of inequalities and poverty. Well, to be exact, this 
evening the French people are expecting you, Mr Presi- 

dent, to chase these ghosts and fantasies away and say 
where they are going and where you are leading them in 
this world in turmoil. Alain Duhamel, Serge July, and 
Christine Ockrent will be taking part in this special 
edition of Europe Number One's Press Club which is 
being produced with Antenne 2 live from the Elysee. 


Let us begin first with Strasbourg: the European Council 
in Strasbourg was one of the most important sessons of 
the past 10 years. The almost general opinion of Messrs 
Kohli, Gonzalez, and Delors, and Mrs Thatcher has been 
that it was of historic importance. Well, quite simply, 
how do you interpret it for Europe, for the French, and 
for you yourself? 

[Mitterrand] As for Europe, we have made progress and 
we have made progress at a time when one might have 
had doubts for the reason that you have just stated— 
everything that is happening in the East does all the same 
stir up people's minds, many hopes are taking shape and 
they may thwart each other. Nevertheless, progress was 
made and this proves that the market was something 
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good, not just over the past 6 months, but I would say for 
more than 30 years. This proves that Europe is compel- 
ling recognition. So, if I had to say a word about this 
subject—and one should not deal with them ail at the 
same time—I would say that we set ourselves a few 
simple objectives. The first was to set a date for the 
holding of an intergovernmental conference—that is 
what it is called—in order to decide on economic and 
monetary union; 4 currency for Europe, for the commu- 
nity; and, in the last analysis, a central body, a bank. 
Several years will be needed to attain this but it was 
necessary at least to signal its start. We shall open this 
type of debate next year, before the end of 1990. Second, 
1 wanted, we wished, to initiate what is called a Social 
Charter: one cannot build Europe simply for heads of 
businesses or for the flow of capital. Of course we have to 
build Europe for everybody, hence, for the workers, for 
the citizens as a whole. And I also wanted us to make 
progress on what is called the single market, that 1s to say 
because we are all going to find ourselves without bor- 
ders in 1992, we must at least prepare things. The last 
point: on 18 November, during the meeting of the 
European Council here at the Elysee, | announced, | said 
it was necessary to help the East, and in particular, create 
a development bank for Eastern Europe. That was 
decided. 


[Question] Well, Mr President, we are now going to see 
things in detail with Alain Duhamel first and then 
Christine Ockrent: 


[Question] Before we embark on each of the points that 
you mentioned, can one say that a political Europe is 
now in sight? 

[Mitterrand] It has been in sight for a long time, it was in 
the minds of the founders. It was explicitly anticipated at 
the European Council in Stuttgart a few years ago. We 
had perhaps forgotten it a bit but it seems to have 
become topical and what was decided at Strasbourg will 
allow the route to be marked out. 


[Question] On that route, Mr President, can one say that 
the results of Strasbourg, which everyone is saluting as 
rather of a success, also strengthen the political role and 
function of the president of the Commission which 
seems more and more to personify Western Europe 
vis-a-vis the other Europe? 

[Mitterrand] The president of the Commission, Jacques 
Delors, works very well, he is admirably competent, he 
believes in it, [words indistinct]. 

[Question] He is French? 

[Mitterrand] He is French but he could be another 
nationality; he is French and | am very happy about that. 
Well, if his role is confirmed by the progress of opera- 
tions, all the better. 


[Question] Yes, Mr President, on the matter of the Social 
Charter are you not in the end a bit disappointed; you 
would have liked a system which was all the same 
somewhat more constraining, with more formal guaran- 
tees as far as wage earners were concerned, whether in 
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France or the rest of Europe. Did the fact that it simply 
constitutes good intentions not disappoint you a bit? 
[Mitterrand] It is not only good intentions. If I had set 
myself a program in accordance with my thinking on 
what a social statute for the workers in Europe and in 
these |2 countries should be, of course it falls a long way 
short of that, but I do not have any illusions about it. I 
am a socialist and I cannot get it into my head that I can 
carry along in one swoop many countries which would be 
reticent towards a form of contract for the workers as a 
whole which would be in accord with my own way of 
thinking. In relation to the state of mind of many of our 
allies, | have no reason to be disappointed, on the 
contrary; because after all, you say it is just a framework. 
No, it is more, much more than that. But finally a lot 
more could be added. 


(Question) And will you fill in this framework over the 


years’ 
[Mitterrand] This has already been decided, since the 
commission, which you just mentioned, has already 
prepared papers on 42 measures, including |7 directives. 
Thus, gradually, this framework will be filled in. 


[Question] But it will be a la carte, that is, each partner 
will choose what suits itself. 

[Mitterrand] No, it is the commission which will pro- 
pose; the directives are submitted to the European 
Council. A la carte would mean that cach time, the 
European Council would have to decide on one measure 
to another. 


[Question] And in France, will this make the fight 
against unemployment easier, since this is the main 
worry of the French? 
Mitterrand] No, you cannot say that. The makeup of 
urope, the progress of the Community, economic and 
monetcry union will be of great service in the field of 
work, since the Commission and Mr elors think that 
we shall have in the coming year a gain of five million 
jobs in the 12-member European Community thanks to 
this coming together of our economies. That is good, it is 
promising. However France is a social country which is 
very advanced in relation to most of the others, so 
— progress will take time to reach the French 


[Question] There was a crisis, or a malaise at any rate, 
with Bonn, a certain chill. How did you convince Mr 
Kohl? 

[Mitterrand] What problem are you discussing with me, 
because if you mean?.. 


[Question, interrupting] I mean the intergovernmental 
conference to follow up the progress toward an economic 
and monetary Europe. 

[Mitterrand] It is certain that at a particular moment, 
Federal Germany would have preferred to postpone the 
decision to open the intergovernmental conference on 
currency, the creation of a currency. 


[Question] What made them change their minds? 


FBIS-WEU-89-242 
19 December 1989 


[Mitterrand] First, what pushed them towards wanting 
{word indistinct}. | think many circumstances. | think 
the German public's state of mind; Chancellor Kohl said 
that if Germans were to be given a vote on it, it would 
fail. As for business circles, you know Germany has great 
economic power, it does not have an equal power of a 
political or military nature. It is not negligible, but that it 
iS not the same thing. 


[Question] And its Deutsche mark? 

[Mitterrand] The mark is its economic power, its foreign 

trade \s very active and very powerful. I also think there 

is a whole background of reactions in Germany saying 

why should we give up being the only ones having this 

situation and share decisions with others who are in a 
worse position? 


Then there is the problem of the elections. Due to this 
state of mind, to undertake elections, as will be the case 
in early December 1990—and it is in December 1990 
that this conference will open—created a mix of dates 
which could turn ow! to be awkward for the team in 
power. This is my /t«’<retation. However this was not a 
ground sweil, since it «as enough to explain clearly; | 
told Chancellor Koh) that | believe it is necessary. In any 
case, I shall put the issue to the European Council and | 
shall ask each country to give its view. We took on a 
decisive responsibility, you must admit, to make Europe 
advance along all these routes. We shall continue. Chan- 
cellor Kohli accepis it completely because he is deter- 
tminedly European. We have no right to doubt it. 


[Question] Is he a complex partner? 
[Mitterrand] Complex, but are we not all complex? 


[Question] Ambiguous? — 

[Mitterrand] No, not ambiguous, we are all complex, but 
he has problems that you spoke of, that arise, and they 
arrive en masse. 


[Question] Is it correct, for example, that you were not 
notified about the 10-point plan for the reunification of 
Germany? 

[Mitterrand] At the time when the chancellor proposed it 
in the Bundestag, no. 


[Question] Was that a mistake? 
[Mitterrand] He has no obligation to inform me; it is a 
specifically German matter. Well, it is of concern to 
France all the same. Without being questioned about it, 
I still concerned myself with it. 


[Question] Do you feel now, after the European Council 
mecting, that the German obsession with reunification 
will be manifest all the time, at every stage, month after 
month, before European problems 

[Mitterrand] The problem of German reunification is 
always there. 


[Question] But more now than 6 months ago. 

[Mitterrand] Perhaps you would like us to pause for a 
few moments to learn about the decision made in Stras- 
bourg? After all, our listeners must know what we are 
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talking about. It was not on the agenda. It does not lic 
directly within the sole competence of the Community, 
but, of course, it is a movement with a certain force, and 
one cannot imagine |2 European countries being there 
and not talking about it. It is their business and, further- 
more, they are involved in European equilibrium. 


eg we hy melee pea ar ety da gr 
that Federal Germany has succeeded, from its own point 

of view, in obtaining a free rein from the Community for 

its reunification, and in the statement, on the other 

hand, there is no mention anywhere of the borders and 

particularly of the Eastern border. 

re oe ae er en 


[Question] But that is how people are reacting. 
[Mitterrand] [Words indistinct] things are not posed like 
that at all. Moreover, | have the text here. 


[Question] Yes, but for French people who sometimes 
have bad memories. 
Mitterrand] You can see this page torn out; I tore it out 
the official document, from the official document 
which I had to reveal to the press: It is thus the really 
official document. This is the original piece and I have 
marked the important paragraph: What does it say? We 
seek the strengthening of a state of peace in Europe in 
which the German people will recover its unity through 
free self<determination. This process, and allow me to 
stress that ecch phrase is important, must be carried out 
democratically and . Those are the two words 
I used on 2 or 3 November of this year at the end of the 
European Council in Bonn when | gave a news confer- 
ence in the company of Chancellor Kohl. It was, more- 
can, tee het Geaaion | ea aad democratically and 
peacefully, respecti and treaties as well as 
all the principles defined in the Helsinki final act, and 
this includes the respect of borders. [indistinct cross talk 
omitted] To continue: In a context of dialogue and of 
East-West cooperation, a factor of peace. The last 
phrase: it should be placed in the perspective of Euro- 
pean integration; it did not say community, it said 
. This means this is not the first time that the 
first phrase, that is “The German people will recover its 
unity through free self-determination™ has been used. 
There are already several international documents which 
include that phrase, notably the decision of the NATO 
ing which was held in Brussels last May. So, it is not 
the first time. But in Brussels there was no follow-up. In 
Strasbourg there is a follow-up and this implies that if 
one can understand and recognize that it is legitimate 
that the Germans should have the desire, the need, the 
will to be reunited—the people of the two German states, 
the Federal Republic, and the Democratic Republic, the 
East and the Wesi—that is not to say that the balance, 
the new German balance, can be built at the cost of 
balance in Europe. We must conserve all the chances for 
peace; respect for frontiers is an essential principle. 
Surprise has been expressed in the press that during the 
European summit on 18 November at the Elysee, no 
Statement was made about German reunification and | 
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I read out a list. They replied to me, saying it is not worth 
discussing respect for borders; that goes without saying. 
It is even more worthwhile to say it. 


treaties, they will have to take account of the neighbors, 
of the neighborhood; they will also have to take account 
of a certain number of relations which have been deter- 
mined above all between those countries and the USSR. 
| am not master of the world: a master of the world who 
decides on the order of the universe in spite of what | 
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grow stronger? Is it not going to turn the way in which 
Europe works completely upside down? Do we need to 
be afraid of it or not? 
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[Mitterrand] That is a lot of things at once. First, for the 
moment, there are two states. If indeed elections in both 
countries upset the intention of the leaders, because the 
leaders of the [word indistinct] have already said they do 
not want reunification. [sentence as heard} Allow me to 
tell you, to remind you, that I am going to East Ger- 
many... 


[Question] Can you confirm the dates? 

Mitterrand] (7?There is no reason why not); 20 
ber. But in going to East Germany, I am 

responding to an invitation. Whose? Mr Honecker’s. So 

| told Mr Honecker, yes, | will go. | consulted Chancellor 

Kohl, who said: It will be good if you go. 


[Question] But | would like to be first? 

[Mitterrand] No, no, things did not arise like that. At 
that time, the Wall still looked solid. So I consulted the 
chancellor, and he said it was an excellent idea. | had 
confirmation of the invitation, then, exit Mr Honecker. 
Along comes Mr Krenz, who immediately confirmed the 
invitation. There was no reason for me to back down, all 
the more so because there was a development which | 
considered a happy one in East Germany. So I said yes. 
Then, exit Mr Krenz in turn. So | am waiting to see what 
the new leaders intend to do. | think they are probably 
favorably inclined toward this sort of meeting. 


So you asked me—lI have not forgotten your question— 
whether this will lead us to bring East Germany into the 
Community. The question has not arisen. I think this 
will lead the two German states—before any sort of 
popular upheaval, if it happens—this will lead the two 
German states to a series of interstate 
increased commercial and economic of all 
sorts, on border crossing—it already exists, but it will be 
very much stepped up—up to confederal (?formulac). 
That is what is likely to happen; the rest much less so. 


[Question] Is it a good thing or a bad thing? 


[Question] Should we be afraid? 

[Mitterrand] | have just replied on being afraid about 
this, that we do not have the right to fear events which 
are intrinsically happy ones. How can one complain? For 
how many years have we been calling for a little 
freedom? Many. If it means this, naturally it is disrup- 
tive, but it must be tackled : we are familiar with 
freedom. Obviously freedom is a little disruptive, but as 
for myself | am not afraid of it. Naturally, I [words 
indistinct] to adapt to that situation. 


[Question] So it is excellent that the East should be 
winning its freedom. But if the East is freer, does this 
mean that the West should be more threatened and less 
safe” 


[Mitterrand] This is why at Strasbourg we added to the 
Statement, already adopted in May at the NATO 
meeting, something indispensable about respect for bor- 
ders and the Helsinki agreements. We are making the 
rounds like this, and arriving at the same result. Precau- 
tions have been taken and there is no reason why these 


[Mitterrand] Yes, but in the end no one could have 
thought that would be eternal, moreover, what treaty 1s 


[Question] You are on such good 

Is there a special alliance with the Soviets? Or with the 
British? 

[Mitterrand] A special alliance? We have a very good 
understanding. It is not such a bad thing that there 1s an 
area of confidence with the Soviet Union. if 


one not wish to maintain the old order, to maintain the 
order inherited from the last world war? 

[Mitterrand] No. Here there is perhaps a certain mixture 
of notions. To maintain the old order in these regions, 1s 
the communist order, formed of extremely strict themes 
inherited from the Marxist-Leninist doctrine. As far as | 
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[Question] We also have alliances? 
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[Mitterrand] But what are you telling me” | am the one 
who complains about 1. 
ion} Well, they do too, when one sees them they 
complain about :t. 
So much the better, so much the better— 


[Question, interrupting] He knows it? 





[Question] Do you have the impression that he 1s con- 
the development of his country as well as when 
you met him 6 months or a year ago” 
[Mitterrand] | found him to be even calmer and firmer 
than last July when he came to Paris, and | commented 
to him [passage indistinct}. He replied to me sernously 
and he made the comment: When | have decided, after 
having decided, | am calm. So, he decided upon a certain 
direction. he weighed the consequences. Consequences 
tion of even the most remarkable man, but the historic 
role of Mikhail Gorbachev must be stressed, and the 
winning of freedom owes much to him 
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situation has not become established, because it appears 
that there are a certain number of screens. perhaps 
brakes, between the decisions made by Gorbachev and 
the leaders he has appointed in the government, at all 
levels, and the grassroots. Furthermore, one does not 
redress a situation that has not yet meshed at all. And it 
18 true that he 1s having a rough time with the awakening 
of the nationalities in his own country, in the 
Union, a hard time with the distancing of the 
satellites. The 


ungary. This aid is going to be ex 
countnes as they make democratic progress. There 18 no 
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[as heard] but I can suppose that a man who wants to be 
conciliatory runs a big risk in that country. Then the 
members [of the Lebanese parliaments] elected al- 
Hirawi. President al-Hirawi started his term with very 
firm statements which could seem threatening. There 
was talk for a few days about the siege of east Beirut by 
Syrian troops. This was said by General ‘Awn. It is 
perhaps truce. | arr not there, I cannot see for myself. In 
the present state of controversy, one should verify ten 
times the same information. In any case we intervened 
before President Hirawi whom we have recognized, who 
is the legitimate president to whom we sent our ambas- 
sador. I have perhaps lingered on, but it is necessary 
because I am asked; it touches the sensitiveness of the 
French people. 


We told ‘Awn...uhm, told al-Hirawi I get confused, 
because I wrote the same thing to ‘Awn. | explained the 
French position to ‘Awn and said that legitimacy belongs 
to the president and government emerging from parlia- 
ment’s choice in conformity with the Al-Ta‘if agree- 
ments. But this does not authorize us—and this is what 
1 told President al-Hirawi—to settle this problem 
through violence relying on a foreign army. 


[Question] But if he is conciliatory, he is lost like his 
redecessor? 


p ; 
[Mitterrand] History does not always repeat itself, | hope 
not. But I informed General ‘Awn that it is understood 
that violence is ruled out by the Al-Ta‘if agreements, and 
that it would be a violation of the Al-Ta‘if agreements to 
want to settle this problem by force of arms. 


[Question] Is the context not favorable at the interna- 
tional level for there to be a diplomatic initiative, for 
example, French-Soviet. [words indistinct]. 

[Mitterrand] I could say that I sketched in Kiev the 
resumption of a useful and effective approach, which we 
already undertook a few months ago during the fighting 
in March and April. This is a good road, but not the only 
one. President Bush supports Al-Hirawi and the legiti- 
mate government of Salim al-Huss, but none of these 
people, whom we are discussing, want this to result in a 
massacre in East Beirut. I certainly hope all this will be 


enough. 


You asked me what will France do. | will reply to your 
question with a question. Do you want France to send its 
Army there? Is this what you mean? Is that what many 
members of parliament who are asking us to act mean? 
They say that France should commit our Army in 
Lebanon. | say that France is still not... 


[Question, interrupting] ...is not the protector of the 
Christians in Lebanon. Can we say it like that? 
[Mitterrand] It is the protector of Lebanon, this is how 
we think of ourselves. This is not on the basis of a right, 
or a treaty. We consider we have a duty toward Lebanon 
as a whole, but we do not want to be party to the tearing 
apart of Lebanon. [passage omitted] 


[Question] We see the passion with which you are 
handling the problem of immigration. 
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[Mitterrand] Yes, because I consider that mghts are 
important but the immugrants—this should be stated 
simply so that the French people understand it—have to 
be taken back to their own countnes. The word 1s not 


pleasant, but they have to be expelled. 


[Question] Do we have the means? The government 
[words indistinct] 

[Mitterrand] The means are the police. The border police 
must be strengthened; they have to be strengthened. And 
there are also other things which lead us again to another 
area. It is necessary for the bodies that are responsibic for 
admitting immigrants to be not more serous, but more 
rapid. To be more rapid, their staff numbers have to be 
reinforced. And today I have noted that there were cases 
which took 3 of 4 years. In that situation, what do you do 
with the immigrant who was formerly illegal and who has 
been there for a long time, who sometime: has his family 
(7here). 


I think that all this should be settled. All the cases that 
have not been settled for a long time should be settled in 
the space of 6 months, really. 


[Question] So the procedure should be accelerated” 

[Mitterrand] Absolutely. But for all the new cases, | 
expect the immigration office to be in a position tu reach 
a decision in 3 months. For that, it is necessary to give 1 
the means, and the government is determined to do that 


[passage omitted] 


[Question] In a word, is the Rocard method in your eves 
a sufficiently social method in its application, as it 1s 
being applied today? 

[Mitterrand] Michel Rocard’s social will cannot be chal- 
lenged. The whole set of measures he is recommending. 
because he has his eyes trained on the franc, his eyes 
trained on the major balances, and this cannot be chal- 
lenged. My own role is to provide stimulus ana to tell 
him perhaps we need to balance things a bit more. We 
talk twice weekly, and always about this. 


[Question] You are the social prod in the economic field” 
[Mitterrand] I am the prod in all fields, because. after all. 
lam not responsible for day-to-day life and because | am 
very happy with what is being done, because the minis- 
ters are good ministers in general. 


[Question] Thus, there is no need for a reshuffle” 
[Mitterrand] I have not thought about it for the moment: 
that day will arrive some time or another, but it 1s not in 
my mind. I think the prime minister and the ministers 
are doing good work, but this does not detract from the 
fact that my role is to listen to all French people. and | 
certainly note the anxiety, the discontent, the anguish of 
some categories of French people and others. | felt that 
with the nurses, for example, I should not hide it. When 
I look at the work they are doing. the responsibilities 
they have, and their modest position... [changes thought] 
but still | am not accusing the prime minister. 


[Question] Mr President, in spite of everything and in 
spite of ourselves, and almost in spite of you, we are 
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reaching the end of this program. We are also together 
reaching the end of the 1980s and no one can get away 
from looking back, from weighing things up. For you the 
1980s represent the peak of your political life. Well, for 
Francois Mitterrand, what is your most vivid souvenir of 
the 1980's? 

[Mitterrand] [Passage omitted] | think that the work to 
build Europe is work that is very beneficial to France. | 
think that the reconciliation with Germany, which had 
already begun before my time and was consecrated by 
the symbol of the Verdun meeting, was something 
important. I think that France's availability to occupy its 
position, its rank in the world has been rather successful. 
Today the Community deals with the free exchange 
countries, it deals with the Arab countries; the 22 Arab 
countnes or organizations will be in Paris on 22 Sep- 
tember to hold discussions with the 12 countries of the 
Community. We are going to deal at Lome. 


[Question] In September? 
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[Mitterrand] Sorry, in December. In December we are 
going to deal with an agreement for 12 billion ECU's 
{European Currency Units] for the African and Pacific 
countries; no, | would say all that...the battle for justice 
in the Third World, the battle for freedom in France and 
a certain number of international [word indistinct] 
which mean that today France is the friend of Germany 
and is also the friend gf the USSR, it has its position in 
the Community, it speaks in confidence with the Amer- 
icans, I think that that is plenty to be getting on with. 


{Question} And your greatest regret? 
[Mitterrand] But I have many of them. 


[Question] Just one? 

[Mitterrand] I have many. | am going to speak like my 
predecessor: I would like growth—he did not experience 
growth—I would like growth to correspond to an 
improved well being for the majority of the French 
people, at any rate for those who live in difficult circum- 
stances. 
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Cavaco Silva Assesses Election Results 


LD1812070189 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 
0030 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Statement by Prime Minister and Social Democratic 
Party (PSD) leader Cavaco Silva at party headquarters in 
Lisbon 18 December—live] 


[Excerpts] [Passage omitted] It is important that I should 
Start by stating that the PSD remains the largest party at 
municipal level. It will certainly win the greatest number 
of municipalities and council seats by a large margin in 
relation to all the other parties. 


It is also important to recognize that the Socialist Party 
has shown an improvement, however, this improvement 
is not at the PSD's expense but solely at the expense of 
the Communist Party. It won over the Socialist Party 
[PS] [word indistinct] in the Alentejo, it won Abrantes. It 
won over the PS in Regua, it won Seia, it won Lagos, it 
won Felguerias. It won Leiria from the CDS. It won 
Pombal from the CDS, Visau, Povoa do Varzim alone. 


This only shows (?the results) on the basis of the most 
correct panorama of these elections. Even in relation to 
Lisbon and Oporto, the PSD has hardly lost any votes in 
relation to the last election of (71987). In Oporto the 
PSD was only [word indistinct] by virtue of the fact that 
the present mayor ("had stood) [word indistinct] the 
CDS. But the PS succeeded in obtaining its victory 
totally [word indistinct] of the Portuguese CP [PCP]. 


The PCP lost substantially in Oporto. [passage indis- 
tinct] 


I would like to take advantage of this opportunity to 
thank the activists and supporters of the PSD. Their very 
strong commitment made possible a result that allows 
me to safely say that the PSD is the largest party at local 
government level and | think that this was to a large 
extent due to the militancy of the PSD members. 


Although the PSD has lost some important municipaii- 
ties, it is IMportant to point out that it has won impor- 
tant municipalities from the Socialist Party and from the 
CDS [Social Democratic Center Party. [passage omitted] 
I think a word is due to Dr Marcelo Rebelo de Sousa 


PORTUGAL 27 


[PSD top candidate in Lisbon]. I have nothing to add to 
his statement which reveals such dignity. He fought a 
difficult battle. [passage omitted] 


Lisbon Updates Local Election Results 


LD1812094989 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 
0200 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Text] More local election results have been coming in. 
With the votes counted in 3,729 parishes—with only 479 
remaining—the Socialist Party leads the field having so 
far won the leadership of 84 councils, which represents a 
percentage of 32.1 for the Socialist and a gain of 24 
councils. 

The Social Democrats have so far won 75 councils, a loss 


of 22 in relation to the same stage of the counting in the 


1985 elections, and corresponding to a percentage of 
only 31.61. 


The Communist Party has already secured 45 councils, 3 
more than at the same stage 4 years ago. 


The Social Democratic Center Party has seven councils, 
two less than at this point in 1985. 


Results of 300 Council Elections 


LD1812210889 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 
1900 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Text] Local elect‘on votes are still being counted. The 
latest national results with the results of 300 councils in 
and five council results outstanding are: 


The Socialist Party [PS] is still the party with the most 
votes and the most councils. The PS has 113 councils. 


The Social Democratic Party [PSD] has one less—1 12. 


The Portuguese Communist Party [PCP}-Greens coali- 
tion has secured 50 councils. 


The Social Democratic Center Party [CDS] has 19. 
The PS-CDS coalition has three; the PS-PCP-Greens- 
MDP [Portuguese Democratic Movement] coalition has 


one; the PSD-CDS coalition has one, and the Popular 
Democratic Union has one council. 
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Spokesman: No Change in Decision To Block River 


NC1912122789 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 
1S Dec 89 pp 3, 14 


[Report by Aziz Utkan] 


[Text] It has been reported that Turkey has not changed 
its decision to block the flow of the Euphrates River for 
30 days in order to fill the Ataturk Dam, and that Iraq 
and Syria have been informed of the technical details of 
this decision. 


After returning to Baghdad from his talks in Ankara, 
Iraq's Deputy Foreign Minister Nazar Hamdun made 
Statements to various international news agencies. For- 
eign Ministry spokesman Murat Sungar has replied to 
questions put to him by HURRIYET in connection with 
Hamdun’s remarks. Sungar asserted that any retreat 
from the decision that has been made is definitely out of 
the question. 


Sungar said that Hamdun arrived in Ankara with a 
proposal that the flow of the Euphrates should be 
blocked for 15 days instead of 30, and asked Turkey to 
reconsider its decision. He asserted the following: 


“We tried to explain to them that the program to block 
the Euphrates cannot be changed because this would be 
technically impossible. The fact that we explained this to 
them, although we do not have to do so under interna- 
tional law, indicates the goodwill in our approach to the 
matter. Furthermore, 3.3 billion cubic meters of water 
will be allowed to flow in the river from 23 November to 
13 January, the day when the flow of water will be cut. 
This amount significantly exceeds the needs of the two 
countries, and will compensate for the loss sustained by 
the two countries.” 


Varied Reaction to EC Commission Report 


Bozer: ‘Errors of Assessment’ 
TA1812175989 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1700 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Text] State Minister and Deputy Prime Minister Ali 
Bozer has said that the report prepared by the EC 
Commission does not fully answer Turkey's requests and 
that it has various crrors of assessment. Bozer stated that 
Turkey expects a guarantee on the commencement date 
of the negotiations regarding Turkey's full membership. 
He added that, however, despite everything, the results 
cannot be minimized. 


Bozer held a news conference in Ankara today and 
assessed the EC Commission report whose outlines were 
announced in Brussels today. Noting that it is not 
possible to reach a final opinion before studying the full 
text of the report, Bozer added that the announcement 
was significant from the viewpoint of stating that Turkey 
is qualified to become a full member. He said that the 
relations between Turkey and the Community have 
developed significantly since Turkey's application for 
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full membership and recal.ed that the Commission today 
advised extensive cooperation, primarily in the fields of 
finance and industry. 


Noting that the report praised the recent economic and 
social developments in Turkey, Bozer added that the 
Commission did not want to start negotiations on Tur- 
key’s full membership before 1993 because of problems 
within the Community as well as recent changes in 
Eastern Europe. He said that this report makes it clear 
that the EC has not closed its doors on Turkey and that 
the recent developments in Eastern Europe show that 
Turkey's application 2 and ‘2 years ago was a farsighted 
move. Bozer said that it is not possible to claim that the 
report fully answers Turkey's requests. Noting that the 
report is incomplete and that it has various errors of 
assessment, Bozer said: 


[Begin Bozer recording) The Turkish public, naturally, 
expects a more advanced and more positive approach 
from the EC. The procedure regarding our full member- 
ship is continuing. Now we expect the EC Council to 
consider the realities in Turkey and its role within 
Europe and use its political will regarding our full 
membership. We are justified in these expectations. [end 
Bozer recording] 


Bozer said that Turkey will continue its determination 
regarding full membership in the EC and that it will 
follow future developments with care. 


Inonu: Government To Blame 


TA1812200489 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 18 Dec 89 


[Text] Social Democratic Populist Party [SDPP] leader 
Erdal Inonu has said that the EC Commission report on 
Turkey's application for full membership in the EC is 
negative and that the policy pursued by the government 
has played a role in this decision. Assessing the EC 
Commussion’s report, Inonu recalled that the report 
stressed that negotiations for Turkey's full membership 
could not begin before 1993 and that no commitments 
were made for a future date. He added that the EC is 
undergoing a unification process and that it is under- 
standable that no additional full members are desired 
until this process is completed. Pointing out that the 
report criticized the economic, political, and social 
system in Turkey, Inonu added: 


[Begin recording] The current economic situation in 
Turkey is one of the shortcomings cited in the report. We 
can see that, despite all the bragging by the government, 
the current state of the Turkish economy is regarded as 
lagging behind Europe. Furthermore, the report claims 
that no serious measures have been taken to curb the rate 
of inflation, that the social security system is insufficient, 
that population growth is too high, and that unemploy- 
ment is rampant. Given these conditions, the report 
States that negotiations for Turkey's full membership 
cannot begin now. Furthermore, the EC sees various 
shortcomings in Turkey's political structure. The EC also 
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EC refrains from making any commitments is not 
serious. 


Soviet Ambassador Calls for Increased Trade 


NC1912104889 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 
15 Dec 89 p 4 


[Text] USSR Ambassador to Turkey Albert Chernyshev 
has said that the volume of trade between Turkey and 
the Soviet Union, which is expected to total $1.2 billion 
in 1989, is not sufficient. Speaking at a ceremony held to 
launch the Sode Group Foreign Trade Company, a joint 
venture by the Degere Company in Turkey and the 
Sojuzchimexport company in the Soviet Union, which is 
the largest exporter of chemical products, Chernyshev 
said: “The current potential volume of trade between the 
two countries is $4 or $5 billion. When we reach this 
point, we can work to increase our trade volume to the 
level of $10 or $12 billion.” 


Paper on ANAP Problems, Calls for Elections 


NC1912103889 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 
15 Dec 89 pp I, 16 


[Editorial by Hasan Cemal] 


[Text] The state of uneasiness among members of the 
Motherland Party [ANAP] parliamentary group is grad- 
ually becoming more pronounced. Dissident ANAP dep- 
uties are opposing their own government's budget. They 
achieved cuts in the budgets of the Turkish Grand 
National Assembly, the Constitutional Court, and the 
Court of Accounts through petitions they submitted 2 
days ago. A similar initiative yesterday on the budget of 
the prime minister's office was obstructed through the 
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backstage intervention of Prime Minister Akbulut, who 
cut short his visit to Istanbul, with the contribution of 
These developments in ANAP’s parliamentary group 
come as no suprise. In fact, the reaction will continue in 
other forms as well. 


At whom is this reaction directed? At first glance, the 
answer appears to be Yildirim Akbulut, who is the leader 
of ANAP and the prime minister. 


Yildirim Akbulut’s inadequacy.... His appointment to 
both positions by President Turgut Ozal.... The presiden- 
tial palace’s control over ANAP and the government... 
All this may be provoking reaction in ANAP’s parlia- 
mentary group against Prime Minister Yildirim Akbulut. 


However, the actual target of the reaction should be the 
presidency, not the prime minister's office. 


Why should this be so? 


First of all, ANAP’s parliamentary group is angry with 
Ozal because he imposed Yildirim Akbulut on the group. 
The group members have enough political experience to 
realize that the party cannot be placed on a sound footing 
with such a prime minister. Second, it can be said that 
ANAP deputies feel abandoned. The increasing number 
of those who believe that “the patron has moved to the 
Cankaya Palace and left us to our fate” has attracted 
attention. 


The third reason, which is linked with this and which is 
the most important, is that the ANAP deputies are 
worried about their political future. The majority of 
them stand no chance of reelection. The ANAP group 
has lost a great deal of its political support. Even if we 
disregard the 14 or 15 percent support forecast for 
ANAP in public opinion polls, ANAP deputies are aware 
that they will not be able to return to the National 
Assembly with even 21.8 percent of the vote. 


What will happen? 


The ANAP parliamentary group will not allow the gov- 
ernment to relax. The dissident group will continue its 
activities. ANAP’s situation will significantly worsen in 
1990. President Ozal’s television program, “Time at 
Cankaya,” will not save ANAP. 

This means instability. President Ozal’s control over 
ANAP and the government from a distance will gradu- 
ally convert this instability into a crisis. 


The remedy is to hold elections. The longer elections are 
delayed, the deeper the crisis will become. 














